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KOHL IN VIENNA, ADVOCATES EAST-WEST DIALOGUE 
LD131823 Hamburg DPA in German 1632 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Excerpt] Vienna, 13 Jan (DPA) -- In Vienna on Thursday, Chancellor Helaut Kohl 
described the strengthening of peace as the highest aim of his government and advocated 
realistic dialogue between East and West. Kohl explained the internal and foreign 
policy of his government to the members of the opposition Austrian People's Party 
(OeVP) during a short visit to Vienna on Thursday at the invitation of the OeVP. 

There are to be parliamentary elections in Austria on 24 April. 


In view of the growing threat, above all from nuclear weapons, Kohl described 
negotiations on arms control and disarmament as the most important dialogue currently 
being held between East and West. He is convinced there are realistic prospects of 
reaching specific results. The aim of the government remains the achievement of a 
bilateral renunciation of long-range land-based intermediate missiles 

{mittelstrec kenwaffen]. 


Further Kohl Statements 
LD132004 Hamburg DPA in German 1844 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] Vienna, 13 Jan (DPA) — The threat from nuclear weapons is growing to an 
unimaginable degree, according to Chancellor Helmut Kohl. Deep mistrust divides 
peoples, the CDU chairman said on Thursday in Vienna to members of the opposition 
Austrian People's Party (OeVP). On the same day, in an interview with the Viennese 
conservative daily DIE PRESSE Kohl promised the completion of the controversial 
Rhein-Main-Danube Canal. 


In his lecture on the topic “Political Change ip the FRG” to 1,500 guests, Kohl said 
in the section on foreign policy that because of the growing threat, negotiations on 
arms control and disarmament are “the most important dialogue currently being held 
between East and West." U.S. President Ronald Reagan also sees things this way. 
Kohl added: "I hope that the new CPSU General Secretary Yuriy Andropov likewise 
sees the vital significance of these negotiations.” The aim remains the “bilateral 
renunciation by the two sides at Geneva of land-based medium-range weapons — 

the bilateral zero option." 


Of the Prague summit meeting of the Warsaw Pact countries, at which the East 

proposed to the West an agreement on the non-use of force, Kohl said that the Soviet 
declarations seem "in part to be aimed not at the negotiating table in f2neva, but 

to public opinion in our countries." He said, however, that he can also see in the 
Warsaw Pact proposals a desire "to return to a policy of dialogue and cooperation with 
the West." He added: "We welcome the fact that the Soviet Union now recognizes that 
ite medium-range missiles represent a special threat to West Europe." It is not the 
FRG's -i sh to have new missiles in its country. "We will have to station new missiles 
though, if the Soviet Union does not dismantle the missiles it has already deployed,” 


the chancellor said. 
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YUGOSLAVIA RAPS AUSTRIAN TV REPORT ON CROATIA 
AU131452 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 13 Jan 83 p 2 
[Special DIE PRESSE report by "P.M."] 


[Summary] The excitement in Yugoslavia over an Austrian TV film on Croatia — shown 
on 16 December as a first installment of the Austrian Radio and Television Service 
[ORF] “Ostreport™ [East Report] series and subsequently criticized in Yugoslavia -- 
still has not ebbed. The SFRY Embassy in Vienna has lodged an official protest with 
ORF, complaining indirectly that the TV film constituted a deliberate destabilization 
attempt and hinting at the possibility that it might entail consequences for the 
good relations with ORF that have existed to date. 


ORF Director General Bacher rejected this protest and fully supported the criticized 
TV film and Paul Lendvai, the ORF official responsible for the production. In his 
reply to the SFRY Embassy, Bacher expressed astonishment over what he called an attempt 
to influence ORF. Meanwhile, ORF has received scores of critical letters from all 
sorts of Yugoslav organizations: the Serbo-Croatian paper GLAS -- which appears in 
Vienna — has raised the question of who is actually responsible for the controversial 
TV film, and the Zagreb weekly DANAS in its latest issue features a 3-page report 
from Vienna about the allegedly slanted picture of Yugoslavia drawn by ORF. Lendvai 
himself is rather surprised by all this, claiming that he sees no major difference 
between this film and earlier ORF films — about Macedonia and all of Yugoslavia -- 
which drew high praises from Belgrade. 


On Monday, an ORF team was to start work on another “Ostreport” installment that was 
to deal with Slovenia, but to date the film team has not yet been given permission 
by Ljubljana to start shooting on the grounds that the scenarios submitted were not 
sufficiently detailed. 


POLAND BARS ENTRY TO AUSTRIAN RADIO-TV REPORTER 





AU132033 Vienna Domestic Televisior, Service in German 1830 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] The Polish Foreign Ministry in Warsaw is now intensifying its attacks on the 
work of Western journalists. The Austrian Radio and Television Service [ORF] has 
also been affected by these attacks. The Polish Foreign Ministry has forbidden 
Barbara Coudenhove-Kalergi, chief reporter of the ORF East European bureau, to enter 
the country. In a telegram to the Polish Embassy in Vienna, the ORF editors’ council 
has vigorously protested this measure and requested that it be repealed. This 
afternoon Prof Paul Lendvai, head of the ORF East European bureau, on the instruction 
of the ORF manager general, has informed Foreign Minister Dr Willibald Pahr about 

the problems of ORF reports made in Poland and Yugoslavia. 
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ZAIRE ENVOY — Justin Bomboko has been appointed ambassador extraordinary and plenipo- 
tentiary of Zaire to Belgium, it was announced today by the Zaire National Radio. 
Justin Bomboko has at the same time been appointed Zaire's representatives to the EEC. 
Mr Bomboko, former deputy prime minister and foreign minsiter of Zaire, is a member 

of the Central Committee of the MPR, the sole ruling party in Zaire. [Text] 

[Brussels Domestic Service in French 1700 GMT 10 Jan 83 LD] 


— — — 








PM121423 Amsterdam DE VOLKSKRANT in Dutch 23 Dec 82 p 1 


[Unnamed “own correspondent" report: "Netherlands Government Is Happy With Andropov's 
Missile Proposal") 


[Text] The Hague — The Netherlands Government is encouraged by the latest nuclear 
arms proposals by Soviet leader Andropov, Defense Minister De Ruiter said at a 
meeting yesterday of the Second Chamber Permanent Defense Committee. They are import- 
ant proposals which must be looked at seriously and which show that the nuclear arms 
dialogue is not dead but alive, De Ruiter said. 


However, the minister added that a first analysis indicates that the proposals are 
disadvantageous for the West, and that for this reason there can be no talk of a 
breakthrough. The Soviet plan would mean that the Russians would gain an advantage 
in Europe, De Ruiter said. He added, however, that he was happy that chere is move- 
ment in the nuclear arms negotiations. 


The statement which De Ruiter made tothe Chamber's Defense Committee was drawn up by 
the ForeignMinistry. A spokesman for that Ministry yesterday added a list of objec- 
tions to the rejoicing that there is still movement in the nuclear srms negotiations, 
especially on what the Soviet proposals had to say about reducing nuclear arms to the 
levels at the disposal of the French and British. This would mean that the Americans 
would have no medium-range missiles in Europe, but the Russians would, the spokesman 
said. This would endanger the link between the U.S. nuclear forces and Europe, and 

is therefore a second objection. 


The Foreign Minstry spokesman also said that the Soviets also include the sea-based 
French and British missiles (on submarines and aircraft), while similar Soviet arms 
are not mentioned. Andropov also spoke of the withdrawal of nuclear arms, but these, 
even when they are behind the Urals, still amount to a threat to Europe, the spokes- 
man said. 


As far as the governing Christian Democratic appeal and the People's Party for 

Freedom and Democracy groups are concerned, reactions in the Second Chamber support the 
the government statement. People's Party ‘or Freedom and Democracy Spokesman 
Voorhoeve was somewhat more cautious and said that his group would prefer to wait 

for the text of Andropov's speech and he said that it was interesting that some move- 
ment was becoming apparent in the points of departure of the negotiating parties. 


Opposition judgements were more positive. Labor Party Spokesman De Vries spoke of a 
“great step forward.” The proposal makes it clear how the Soviet Union views the 
threat against it, and this includes the nuclear forces of France and Britain, 

Vries said. In this context he reminded people of the Labor Party position that 
these two nuclear powers should also be _nvolved in the negotiations. However, he 
added, it takes two parties to make a success and it is therefore to be hoped that 
the Soviet proposal will be dealt with creatively. According to Democrats Second 
Chamber group Chairman Engwirda, NATO must make a credible counteroffer, which should 
include the deployment of considerably fewer than the 572 missiles due for deployment 
in Burope. 
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NRC HANDELSBLAD ON EAST-WEST EUROMISSILE DEBATE 
PM121415 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 22 Dec 82 p 7 


[Editorial “Rejection"] 





[Text] The West's reaction to the new proposals from the Soviet Union for a reduction 
in nuclear arms was immediate and negative. Reactions from Paris and London came al- 
most immediately, Washington's reaction came a few hours later. However, it still 
remains to be seen whether the last word has been said on these complicated proposals, 
which affect both the medium-range missiles deployed in Europe and also the inter- 
continental strategic missiles with which the superpowers are able to reach each 
other's territory. 


The Russian proposals naturally contain a propaganda element which makes an appeal to 
the feelings of the European peace movements, just as the swift rejection is a 
propagandistic response to this element. This does not mean, however, that everything 
has now been said. It is also remarkable that the U.S. rejection was partly based on 
the consideration that there would not be nuclear balance in Europe as «4 result of the 
Andropov proposals. Remarkable, because this argument for a separate European nuclear 
balance, divorced from the strategic balance of the superpowers, has up to now 
primarily been a German and not a U.S. argument. The impression that the U.S. 
rejection was not the last word also has to do with the difference of opinion in 
Washington on the U.S.-Russian talks on the nuclear arms question in Ceneva. 


The Defense Department wants to adhere firmly to President Reagan's so-called zero 
option, the view that the United States can only refrain from the modernization of 

its Evromissiles if the Russians dismantle all their modern SS-20 missiles. The 
negotiators in Geneva on the other hand — or at least some of them — are advocating 
a compromise. They fear that the talks will otherwise fail through a too inflexible 
approach by the West, and this would immediately make it very difficult to have modern 
U.S. weapons, the Pershing II and the cruise missiles, stationed in Europe in the face 
of opposition from the peace activists. A fear which is not imaginary. 


It is easy to understand why Paris and London have reacted so sharply. In his pro- 
posals Andropov did not relate the number of medium-range missiles the Soviet Union 
wants to retain to U.S. weapons, but the levels of the national nuclear forces of 
France and Creat Britain. In doing so he trod on some very sensitive toes. Paris and 
London still refuse to allow their national nuclear forces to be included systemati- 
cally in international talks, that is, to be subjected to international nuclear arms 
limitation agreements. With appeals to their vulnerability they reserve full sover- 
eignty and independence as far as these weapons are concerned, and in doing so they 
block any final political settlement where these weapons would be affected. This 

is not only true of settlements specifically affecting nuclear arms, but also of the 
formation of a real political union in Europe. 


It may be true that Andropov's proposals do not interfere with their independence per 
se. However, they do at least drag the problem of national nuclear forces in Europe 
out of the twilight in the disarmament discussion in which they have been left by the 
two governments ⸗ and, remarkably, by the peace movement. Moscow could thus bring 
Paris and London to the difficult position of having to defend themselves against the 
justified accusation that their attitude is a contributory factor in miking the 
banishment of the nuclear danger from Europe more difficult. In doing so it would 
increase the chance that the internal debate in France and Britain on the nuclear 
issue will now intensify. This would not be a bad thing, given, for exanple, the 
possible development of an independent French neutron bomb which hangs over our heads 
like a threat. 


For here there lies a major problem for the Western alliance: How to preserve unity on 
the nuclear issue. Up to now this has been possible by leaving European :uclear arms 
out of consideration. Everyone of course knew that this would not be possible in the 
phase which we find ourselves; the phase following the second U.S.-Russian treaty on 
strategic nuclear arms, SALT II. 
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Further From WRC HANDELSBLAD 
PM140955 Rotterdam WRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 7 Jan 83 p 7 
{Editorial: “Peace Offensive” |] 


[Text] The new man in the Kremlin is intensifying his peace offensive. After his 
proposals for nuclear arms reduction and his request for a well-prepared summit 
conference with President Reagan he has now introduced an important new element: 
direct talks between the Eastern and Western alliances on reducing all military 


spending, including spending on conventional arms, and on 4 nonaggression pact which 
would be open to third countries. 


Initial Western reactions vere reserved, but not dismissive. The proposals are 
worth considering, President Reagan said. Everyone is aware that Moscow has begun 
its campaign to prevent the deployment of modernized U.S. missiles in Europe, which 
will have to be settled at the end of this year unless the current U.S.-Soviet talks 
in Geneva on the Euromissiles produce some results. For nondeployment of these 
missiles is the point of departure for and a condition of the Russian proposals. 


But the tone and contents of ihe recent Russian plans are such that the possibility 

cannot be ruled out that they are a reflection of a real desire to get things done. 

One of the important things here is Moscow's admission that conventional weapons are 
an important element in the search for a strategic balance in Europe. 


All this certainly does not mean, however, that an agreement between East and West 
is within our grasp. But as world politics have developed in the last few years 
it would be an important step in the right direction if both sides were prepared 
to talk seriously about serious compromises. 


As far as Moscow is concerned, such preparedness has been lacking up to now, while 
an important grup among the aides surrounding President Reagan has defended the 
view that a real compromise with the Soviet Union is impossible because Moscow 
would only be satisfied with a total victory. 


Western Europe in its turn has been thrown . sckwards and forwards between the fear 
that Moscow and Washington would reach a nuclear arms agreement affecting Europe's 
fate over its head and the fear of becoming the nuclear battlefield if the super- 
powers fail to reach agreement. 


Meanwhile events of the last 2 years have taught that an unbridled arms race not 
only presents the Russians, but also the United States with enormous and actually 
insurmountable economic problems. 
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DW141045 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German to East and West Germany 
0605 GMT 14 Jan 83 








[Prom the press review] 


[Text] The SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG writes: The replacement of the U.S. chief disarmament 
negotietor must not be a sign that the opponents of disarmament have now gained the 
upper hand in Washington. Rostow, a hawk, represented his case clumsily. Concern 
regarding the Washington disarmament discussion is only called for if the Geneva 
negotiator Nitze should go, or if Secretary of State Shultz, who also shows flexibility 
in matters of a zero solution, should come under fire. 


The editorial of KOELNER STADT-ANZEIGER points out: Reagan's ideological armor is 
breaking up. Two years in office convinced him that stepped-up armament cannot be 
continued in an unlimited way and that the Soviets cannot be armed to death. 
is probably aiming for an agreement. On the other hand, this Pres is being 
ordered around more than many of his predecessors. Thereafter, however, he makes 
stubborn decisions, sometimes contradicting the advice of his surrounding aides. He 
has the power to do it and nobody can take it from him. The fact that Reagan 
commissioned Secretary of State Shultz to coordinate arms control negotiations shows 
good instinct. Shultz will most likely operate carefully without changing the U.S. 
position in Genevs prior to the Bundestag elections. Thereafter, he will probably aia 
for compromises. This is 4 certain comfort in all the confusion. 


The MANNHEIMER MORGEN maintains: It is not surprising that the Europeans are now even 
more concerned about U.S. policy in the field of disarmament; the personnel chaos 2 
years after Reagan's taking over demonstrates that the line is debatable. The fatal 
thing about the situation is that nobody knows exactly where the U.S. President actually 
stands. The fact that he commissioned Secretary of State Shultz to coordinate the arms 
control negotiations now is a demonstration of how his instinct sometimes guides his in 
the right direction. Aides of the secretary of state say that Shultz will operate 
carefully, without changing the U.S. position at the Geneva talks on medium-range 
missiles prior to the 6 March Bundestag elections. Thereafter, he will aia for 
compromises. This sounds comforting in the missile year and all the confusion in 
Washington. 


The GENERAL-ANZEIGER of Bonn stresses: President Reagan is always good for surprises. 
A new Soviet leadership starts the most massive wave of disarmament proposals for 
years, successfully creating the impression that it brings motion in the Soviet- 
American negotiations on missiles, but what does the U.S. President do? Under the 
pressure of the Washington Senate hawks, he replaces the chief of the U.S. Disarmament 
and Arms Control Committee. This once again demonstrates that Reagan ignores the 
apprehensions and expectations of his European allies if U.S. domestic policy is 
involved. 


SPOKESMAN OM TOPICS FOR KOUL“GROMYEO TALES 


LD141226 Hamburg DPA in German 1154 GT 14 Jan 83 





[Excerpt] Sonn, 14 Jan (DPA) — Chancellor Helaut Kohl intends to express the urgent 
wish “of the government and of all citizens” for “real disarmament” during the visit 
of Soviet Foreign Minister Andrey Gromyko to Bonn. 
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Kohl will point out that “what matters is not the deploying of American, but the com 
plete dismantling of Soviet medium-range missiles,” government spokesman Dieter Stolze 
stressed on Friday. 


During the talks with Gromyko, who arrives on Sunday, and who, according to Stolze, 
will meet with the Chancellor for 2 hours on Toesday, the government is hoping for a 
“further clarification” of the disarmament proposals of Soviet General Secretary Yuriy 
Andropov and of the Prague declaration of the Warsaw Pact states. Stolze stressed that 
the German-Soviet talks would “of course not be restricted to this central theme.” 


WOERNER ON COUNTERMEASURES TO U.S. ARMS DECISION 
LD141150 Hamburg DPA in German 1035 Gti 14 Jan 83 





[Text] Wamburg, 14 Jan (DPA) — According to Defense Minister Manfred Woerner, the 
government is planning measures against the decisions of the U.S. Congress which 
strongly hinder arms cooperation bets en Europe and the United States in the event that 
such decisions are not rescinded. In an interview in Friday's edition of HANDELSBLATT, 
the politician said that “In America, developments are beginning to emerge which cause 
we in Europe to think again about our own arms procurements.” The congressional 
decision was such a massive violation of “our own interests that I cannot accept it in 
says 


that he has already written to the American secretary of defense on 
mat that there would be an investigation into “which arms purchases 

from the United States that we need and which are already planned but can be replaced 
rms in Europe. In addition to this, we have contacted other European NATO 

partners in order to coordinate our joint efforts.” 


The so-called “specialty metal clause” passed by Congress at the end of December pre- 
vents U.S. forces from buying — apart from weapons and weapons systems — goods made 
abroad which contain certain metals. Woerner said that “this decision violates the 
German-American agreement on increased cooperation in the arms field and the current 
transatlantic policy of cooperation.... I would like to make it very clear that I, who 
am known to be a strongly pro-American politician and who has supported both political 
and silitary cooperation and arms cooperation, am forced to do some rethinking if the 
American Congress does not revise its stance.... 


In Woerner’s view, the special interests of the U.S. steel industry have been asserted 
by the congressional decision He is convinced, however, that with this decision the 
Americans are “cutting into their own flesh” because U.S. industry stands to lose more 
jobs as a result of the threatened countermeasure of the loss of European contracts 
than they will gain as a result of the “protectionist clause.” Woerner says thet the 
FRG annually finances about 30,000 jobs in American industry with arms purchases in the 
region of a billion dollars. 


Another Official's Comments 
LD140634 Hamburg DPA in German 1859 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] Kaiserslautern, 13 Jan (DPA) — The Federal Government fears that the decision 
of the U.S. Congress not to buy certain alloys abroad will lead to the combat readiness 
of the U.S. forces in the FRO being endangered. The parli:mentary secretary of state 
responsible for arms issues, Kurt Jung (FDP), told journalists on Thursday at the NATO 
airfield of Rametein/Pt.'2 that this decision ("specialty metal clause") meant that 
spare parts for arms and equipment for U.S. troops will have to be brought from the 
United States and that U.S. arms can no longer be serviced in the FRO. Jung said that 
he hopes that Congress will soon change its “protectionist measure.” 
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[Excerpts] Bonn, 13 Jan (DPA) — In the view of the SPD candidate for chancellor, 
Hane-Jochen Vogel, the willingness for a constructive examination of concrete proposals 
for securing peace has grown in the Soviet Union and the United States. This impression 
was the result of his talks with U.S. President Ronald Reagan in Vashington and Soviet 
party leader Yuriy Andropov in Moscow, Vogel told the presse on Thursday in Bonn. 


According to Vogel, the Soviet leadership quite clearly knows that there can be no 
“negotiation or even disposition” over French and British medium-range sissiles, which 
Moscow considers to be necessary inclusions in calculations for the reduction of Sewlet 
medium-range missiles according to its offer in Geneva. 


Vogel further said that French President Mitterrand, whom he had informed on Thursday 
murning in Paris about his talks in Washington and Moscow, had emphasized that France 
4id not want to reduce ite nuclear forces but wanted to keep them at « level necessary 
to protect her national integrity. However, Paris <ee interested in a wilitary balance 
in Europe and would welcome agreement between the United States and the USSR in Geneva. 


In anewer to numerous questions on whether he considered the U.S. aia of a “sero 

option” (complete renunciation by both sides of nuclear medium-range sissiles -- DPA) 

to be achievable in Geneva, Vogel affirmed his view that there had seldom been 
negotiations where the results had been identical to the starting position of one of the 
sides. Concerning the American stance, he said that he would not exclude 4 counter 
proposal to the most recent Moscow offer. On the other hand, the answers which he had 
received in Moscow showed further “possibilities of dewelopment” on the Soviet side as well. 


He had not left any dowbtes in the capitals which he had visited that an agreement which 
reduced the number of Soviet wissiles “radically” and made the stationing of new sissiles 
on German territory superfluous was in the German interest. “We do not want sissiles 
pointing at ws from the East; in the same way we do not want siesiles on our soil to 
threaten the East.” 


The SPD disarmament expert, Egon Behr, who had accompanied Vogel on both trips together 
with SPD Presidium member Hanse-Juergen Wiechnewski, informed the American and British 
ambassadors in Bonn of the visite on “wreday. 

Woerner Criticizes Vogel 


LD1L31929 Hamburg DPA in German 1652 GT 13 Jan 8) 


[Excerpts] Bonn, 13 Jan (DPA) ~ On Vogel's statements, Defense Minicter Manfred 
Woerner said that the stance of the SPD candidate for chancellor and of hie party remains 
unclear and wuneatisfactory. Vogel has not revealed whether he still stands by the 

NATO dual decision and whether he supports the position of the alliance at the Geneva 
negotiations. Vogel is clearly sowing away from the sero option which was earlier agreed 
on within the alliance at the instigation of the former chancellor, Helmut Scheidt. 
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A Soviet monopoly of missiles and a renunciation by the United States hares the 
security interests of the FRO. “We want neither American nor Soviet medium-range 
mi«siles,” Woerner said. 


In the minister's view, Vogel's visits to Washington and Moscow have produced no new 
insights about the negotiating positions of the Soviet Union and the United States. 
In Paris, Vogel was referred to the well-known position of the French Government. 


DIE WELT Critical of Trip 
DW131533 Bonn DIE WELT in German 13 Jan 83 p 1 
[Wilfried Hertz-Eichenrode commentary: “The Messenger”) 


[Text] SPD candidate for chancellor Vogel certainly has arranged the propagandist 
exploitation of his Moscow visit according to tested patterns. One still renembers 
how Schmidt and Brandi, who were also on a Kremlin pilgrimage, tried to create 
breathless expectation in Moscow by announcing something se ret and significant as «a 
morning gift of the Red tear. Vagu. hints about the contents of the still unpronounce- 
able message were supposed to make the oracle even more exciting until, after days and 
on home ground, eager media, television and “SPIBCEL” disclosed the unprecedented 
live by means of the happy messenger. At that time at the latest, the world learned 
that there was much ado about nothing. After all, the Moscow traveler had made 
headlines for days. 


However, the show was stolen from Vogel. It was his tough luck that American 
congressmen learned shortly Sefore him in the Kremlin what he wanted to bring back 
from Moscow as g eat news. It is his tough luck that he is now faced by 4 government 
in Bonn which in no way intends to leave the field for him. With its statement on the 
disarmament problem, the Federal Government has set the domestic political framework 
for everything Vogel wants to popularize as Andropov's announcement. The person 
returning from the Moskva River has been exposed as a transporter of the Soviet peace 


campaign. 


The SPD has discarded Brandt's original intention to have an election campaign concentrated 
on missiles because this would split the party. Vogel tries to coverup this gap in his 
own party by disseminating appeasing hope for the success of the Geneva negotiations. 

In doing this, he believes he offers no target to coalition party attacks. At the same 
time, he permits the Greens to appear as an uncompromising anti-miasile party. 


It is possible, however, that his Moscow trip may turn out to be a mistake in the election 
campaigning. Since it is obviows that Andropov has given hia nothing substantial to 
take home, he stands there as 4 naive person who was hitched to the Soviet propaganda 


machinery. 


SPD: UK, FRENCH ARMS SHOULD BE COUNTED IN TALKS 
LD131846 Hamburg DPA in German 1656 GT 13 Jan 83 








[Text] Hamme, 13 Jan (DPA) — According to former Defense Minister Hane Apel, the SPD 
is prepared to agree to Soviet pressure to include British and French nuclear arms in 
the Geneva disarmament negotiations. Apel said in a newspaper interview (the Friday 
edition of WESTFAELISCHER ANZEICER) that these weapons belong “on the negotiating table.” 
From the viewpoint of Soviet interests, the British and French nuclear weapons also 
constitute a nuclear potential of the NATO countries which threaten then. 


"If we want to obtain results with Moscow, we cannot act as if these weapons do not 
exist. We say that they have to be taken into account.” This could be done both through 
the disarmament tr iks, on medium-range weapons and through those on strategic weapons. 
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SOVIET OFFER 
LD131903 Hamburg DPA in German 1720 GIT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] Prankfurt, 13 Jan (DAP) — Secretary of State Lothar Ruehl of the Defense 
Ministry has expressed doubts as to whether the sew disarmament offer by the Soviet 
Union represents progress. In eanarticle in the FRANKFURTHER ALLCEMEINE ZEITUNC, 
Ruehl wrives that the Soviet Union can preseatly do without two thirds of its sedius- 
range SS-20 missiles targeted on Europe and yt retain some 600 individually target- 
able warheads. This would be equivalent to the level of their armamerts of this type 
of wiesile in 1970, Ruehl writes. This does not take account of the ract that the 
SS-20 far exceeds the earlier missiles of the 55-4 and 55-5 types as regards its 
technology; that is, its accuracy, effect, range, mobility and reloadability. 


In the article, Ruehl investigates the Soviet Government's offer of reducing the 
oumber of its medium-range missiles aimed at Europe to the level of the Bricish and 
French missiles if the United States renounces the deployment of modern sesiun- 

range systems in West Europe. According to Ruehi's information, Ly the beginning 

of 1983 the Soviet Union had deployed a total of 333 SS-20 missiles, of which 243 

are for attacks against West Europe and 60 for targets in South and East Asia. Just 
under 200 S5-20 miesiles are stationed this side of the Urals, and with another 45 
missiles of the same type, the Soviet Union could still reach Europe even though they 
are stationed beyond the Urals. Each of these missiles carries three nuclear warheads, 
which at the end of the trajectory are ejected and can be aimed at different targets. 
This means that the USSR has 730 warheads deployed against Europe today, with only a 
third of the number of sissiles which would have been needed even in the aid-seventies. 


A reduction of the number of S5-20 aissiles to 150 (in linc with the extent of the 
Brit‘eh-French siesiles armory) would leave even more wiesiles in the Soviet 
positions targeted on Europe than at the time (1979) when the Western allies decided 
“to respond to the Soviet lead in arms by counterarming to the extent of 572 mediun- 
range weapons by the end of 1983," Ruehl writes. In view of this, we have to ask 
where the progress in the alleged Soviet “movement” lies. Politicians must ask 
themeelves why, even after the Soviet offer of reduction, such a great Soviet threat 
of sedium-range weapons targeted on Purope should remain, and why the Soviet Union 
apparently does not want to accept the proposed Western zero option for land-based 
medium-range missiles. 


FRANKFURTER ALLCEMEINE's Views 
DW131535 Frankfurter FRANKFURTER ALLCEMEINE in German 13 Jan 83 p i 
[Commentary signed C.N.: “Offers” 


[Text] The mew Soviet party chief Andropow gets compliments from all sides in the 
West becauec of his skill in enabling people to read something new about Soviet dis- 
atmament preparedness on the front pages of Western papers almost every other day. 
This ie supposed to happen on the coming weekend, when the otherwise silent 
Gromyko wants to appear at « Bonn press conference. The peace offensive is underway. 
Whether it is truly ekillfel will be eventually decided by the recipients. 
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The latest is the information that Moscow is not aly prepared to move medium-range uis- 
siles behind the Urals, but that it is also considering scrapping some of these missiles. 
The fact that the Moscow leadership is considering something doesn't say anything 

the result. Nothing significant would be improved with regard to the evkward European 
security situation either if the Soviet Union wanted to dismantle just “some” missiles. 
With regard to the negotiation policy, it is interesting to examine whether Moscow is 
basically prepared to reduce its potential. Since scrapping ought to be observed, veri- 
fication would belong to it also on principle. Nobody knows, however, how sericusly all 
this is meant. It is much clearer, however, that the latest from Moscow is mainly some- 
thing old in a new form. The Soviet Union wants an agreement on medium-range sissiles 
which is to cofirm its possession of a superior potential, but which is also supposed 
to ban American weapons suitable for defense from the continent once and for all. This 
aim would be worth sacrificing "some" Soviet missiles. 


The new hints are supposed to make the Soviet offers of the past week more tempting to 
deploy only as many medium-range weapms in the European part of the Soviet Union in the 
future as the sum of the British and the Trench weapos together. Because of the range 
and mobility of the Soviet SS-20 missiles, it would be no concession at all. The main 
thing is that the political difference is blurred between the British or French weapons 
on the one hand and the Soviet and American on the other. Even if they are technically 
similar to each other, they are politically very different. Only Soviet missiles can 
threaten Europe, and only the big American power can challenge the Soviet Union. This 
is exactly the reason for the Soviet Union to try to lure the West Europeans away from 
the Americans with contirally new variations. 


BRAEUTIGAM PROTESTS GDR'S EXPULSION OF NEWSMAN 





LD131456 Hamburg DPA in German 1240 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Excerpts] East Berlin, 13 Jan (DPA) -- The head of the Federal Republic's permanent 
mission in East Berlin, State Secretary Hans Otto Braeutigam, today protested to the 
GDR Foreign Ministry against the expulsion of STERN correspondent Dieter Bub. During a 
15-minute discussion with Deputy Foreign Minister Kurt Nier, he said that the Federal 
Government regarded this measure as unjustified. Afterwards, Braeutigam told journa- 
lists that during the meeting he had pointed out that the expulsion was in contravention 
of the correspondence on working facilities for journalists and the CSCE Final Act. The 
Federal Government held the view that such measures would put a strain on relations. 
Nier had rejected the protest. 


Braeutigam said that he had called for this measure to be rescinded. The matter was 

not at an end, he told journalists. The GDR's step signified a strain on relations with 
which one was familiar fran similar incidents in the past since it was detrimental to 
free information and reporting by journalists accredited in the GDR. 


Now was the occasion or the time to hold a detailed discussion on the overall topic of 
working facilities for Western journalists in the GDR, said Braeutigam. He recalled, 
however, that the GDR had been repeatedly called upon in the past not to persist in its 
restrictive practices toward Western journalists. 


LATE REPORT: FURTHER WOERNER CRITICISM OF U.S. 
DW141150 Duesseldorf HANDELSBLATT in German 14 Jan 83 p 3 


{Hans Joerg Sotorf report] 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 13 January -- The Federal Government plans counteractions should the 
U.S. Congress not revoke its decisions, which would strongly handicap arms cooperation 
between Europe and the United States. In a talk with HANDELSBLATT, Defense Minister 
Woerner said: "Developments are taking shape in America which force us Europeans 

to reconsider our own arms procurement." Woerner, who had written in this matter to 
the U.S. secretary of defense, announced to HANDELSBLAT: "I have an investigation 
going at the moment regarding planned procurement of American mi‘itary equipment, 

and what military equipment could be replaced by such made in Europe. In addition, 
we have established contacts with the other European NATO partners to coordinate our 
common efforts. 

















VII. 14 Jan 83 J7 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


The so-called “special metals clause" decided upon by the U.S. Congress in late 
December prohibits the U.S. Armed Forces, besides weapons and weapons systems, 

to buy goods containing certain metals produced abroad. Defense Minister Woerner 
states absolutely clearly in this respect: "This decision contradicts the German- 
American agreement on intensified cooperation in the arms field as well as the valid 
transatlantic cooperation policy." Woerner adds: "I want to make it very clear 
that I, being known as a strongly pro-American politician who has always emphasized 
political and military cooperation as well as arms cooperation, will be forced to 
change my way of thinking if the U.S. Congress does not revise its attitude.” 


Woerner believes that U.S. steel industry interests prevailed with regard to the U.S. 
Congress decision. He is convinced, however, that with this decision “the Americans 

will be making a great mistake" because U.S. industries would lose more jobs due to 

orders lost because of the European countermeasure than they want to preserve through 

the “protectionist clause." According to Woerner, through arms procurements amounting 

to $1 billion, the Federal Republic annually finances about 30,000 jobs in American industries. 
The defense minister also recalls the "two-way street" of arms cooperation which also 

serves American interests. After all, the Americans exploit German industry capacities 

for the maintenance of their military equipment there. 


In conclusion says Woerner on this issue: "The Americans must know that we are a 
reliable partner, but a partner who knows how to look after its own interests. The 
Congress decision violates our own interests so massively that I cannot accept it 
in this form. I don't like to do it, but if I am forced to draw consequences, I 
will draw them. No defense minister of the Federal Republic, regardless of who he 
was, would have a chance to get procurement plans for U.S. military equipment 
adopted in the future if the U.S. Congress continues its attitude." 


GENSCHER MEETS WITH ARAB LEAGUE'S KLIBI 





LD141200 Hamburg DPA in German 0933 GMT 14 Dec 82 


[Excerpts] Bonn, 14 Jan (DPA) -- Federal Yoreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher and 
the secretary general of the Arab League, Chedli Klibi, met on the morning of 

14 January in Bonn. At a luncheon given for Klibi, Foreign Minister Genscher called 
upon all the parties in the Middle East to immediately take advantage of the political 
opportunities offered by the peace proposals of U.S. President Ronald Reagan. 

"Neither the unilateral creation of new facts, such as is happening as a result of 

the Israeli policy of settlement in the occupied areas -- which is illegal under 
international law -- nor short-sightedness should be allowed to destroy the right 

of the peoples of the region to peace," Genscher said. 


The foreign minister once again gave his support to the 1980 EEC Middle East 
declaration of Venice, which he described as the basis of the European and thus the 
German Middle East policy. "We want to help them within the framework of our 
opportunities," Genscher stressed. "We want to use our current EEC presidency.” 
Genscher also praised the eight-point plan -- which has been rejected by Israel — 
put forward by the last Arab summit for peace in the Middle East. The Arab states 
had shown “moderation and realism" in this plan. 


Chedli Klibi called upon the FRG and its EEC partners to support the creation of an 
independent Palestinian state and to recognize the PLO. After talks with 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl and Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher, Klibi expressed 
the expectation in his luncheon speech that the EEC would give a “concrete and 
positive statement” on these issues during the German EEC presidency. This 

stance has to take account of the “real present stage of affairs, the Venice 
declaration and subsequent events." 
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FRG'S VOGEL, MITTERRAND DISCUSS DISARMAMENT 
NC131603 Paris AFP in English 1556 GMT 13 Jan 83 





[Text] Paris, Jan 13 (AFP) — West German Social Democratic candidate for chancellor 
Hans-Jochen Vogel said here today the Soviet Union was aware that French nuclear forces 
were not a matter for negotiation at the U.S.-Soviet Euromissile talks in Geneva. 


Mr Vogel, in France after visits to Washington and Moscow, said after talks with 
President Francois Mitterrand: “The decisive point is that I was informed in Moscow 
that the Soviet side is totally aware that French nuclear systems cannot be negotiated 
in Geneva, much less have decisions made there concerning thea." 


The Soviet Union recently proposed to reduce its missiles based in and targeted on 
Europe to the level of current French and British nuclear forces. This proposal, which 
was favored by West German Social Democrats, was rejected by both Paris and London. 


A Soviet Embassy spokesman here said the proposal — made by Soviet Communist Party 
leader Yuriy Andropov last month -- was still valid. Yesterday the Soviet Union repeated 
the proposal and charged the United States with stubborness in rejecting it. 





Vogel's Optimism Noted 
LD132115 Paris Domestic Service in French 1800 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] There is hope of detente in East-West relations. The Soviet Union is reported 
to be willing to reduce the number of its SS-20 missiles targeted on Europe if an agree- 
ment is reached within the Geneva negotiations. This is what Helmut Schmidt's 

successor to the West German Social Democrats’ leadership told Francois Mitterrand over 
breakfast this morning. Mr Vogel is returning from Moscow where he met with Yuriy 
Andropov following talks with Ronald Reagan in Washington. According to him, the Soviet 
Union is also willing to discuss the number of warheads, and not just that of missiles, 
and also to keep the French strike force out of the negotiations. In short, Mr Vogel 

is rather optimistic, maybe even too much so, it may be thought. Our permanent 
correspondent in Bonn, Michel Meyer reports: 


[Meyer] A 20-minute audience with President Reagan and 150 minutes of talks with 
Kremlin chief Yuriy Andropov: we may say that Mr Vogel was more courted and better 
cared for in Moscow than in Washington. Who then could be surprised that tonight he 
seems a man who believes in the Russians’ good will and their desire to bring the 
Geneva negotiations on missiles out of their current deadlock through a compromise? 
Thus, according to Mr Vogel, the Russians want to make a further step beyond their 
recent proposals to move our reduce their $S-20's so that only 162 will be pointing 
toward West Europe instead of the current 300. According to Soviet calculations, 
these missiles should remain there in order to balance the French and British 
deterrent forces. Seen from Moscow, the deployment of American Pershings would thus 
no longer be necessary. This formula, tacitly accepted for weeks now by the German 
Social Democrats, who would like to reconquer the electorate while the pacifists are 
doing their best to keep the Pershing missiles away from German soil, clearly places 
the French nuclear forces in the East-West balance. In all consciousness, it is 
impossible to see by what logic Mr Vogel could say this morning at the Elysee that 
this is not the case. This development shows only too well the Russians’ 
considerable subtlety. After having succeeded to some extent in drawing some 

of the West German public opinion and political world away from Washington in this 
debate on the missiles, they are now trying to drive a wedge between Bonn and Paris. 
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ANTONOV CONFRONTED WITH TURK ACCUSER ACCA 





AU131528 Rome ANSA in English 1515 GfT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] (ANSA) -- Rome, January 13 — Bulgarian Airline official, Sergey Ivanov Antonov, 
accused of complicity in the attempt to assassinate the pope two years ago, was brought 
face to face with his chief accuser, Turkish gunman Ali Agca now serving a life term in 
an Italian jail for firing the shots that seriously wounded John Paul II in St. Peter's 
Square on May 13, 1981. 


This second confrontation took place in the Rebibbia Jail yesterday but was only made 
public today. Investigators would reveal nothing about the results of these two con- 
frontations although press leaks claimed that Antonov's position had weakened after 
yesterday's encounter. 


A witness for the prosecution, whose identity has not been revealed, is being held in 
Redibbia. 


PERTINI TO EXPLAIN ERROR TO NICARAGUAN ENVOY 








AU131441 Rome ANSA in English 0845 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] (ANSA) — Rome, January 13 -- Head of state Sandro Pertini intended to say 
"Guatemala" rather than "Nicaragua" in reference to Latin American countries ruled by 
dictatorships in a nationally televised New Year's message to Italians at home and 
abroad, a communique released by the president's office reported in the evening. 


The note explained that the slip made by the 86-year-old president, speaking infornm- 
ally and without a prepared text, was not corrected earlier because the message was 

taped while Pertiniwas vacationing at an Alpine retreat and many viewers thought he 

meant tc say "Nicaragua," despite the gap between thie reference and the president's 
sentiments already on record. 


Another cause for delay cited in the communique was the decision of the Nicaraguan 
ambassador to Rome to give to the press a copy of a letter he sent to Pertini on the 
matter. If the ambassador had not gone public with the letter, "all this would have 
been explained by the president of the republic to the Nicaraguan ambassador," the 
communique said. 


"Because the polemics have continued and despite the delay," the note concluded, “the 
office of the president, concerned only with reestablishing the truth, affirms that 
the president of the republic erroneously indicated Nicaragua rather than Guatemala 
in his message”. 


SEVEN NEOFASCIST TERRORIST SUSPECTS ARRESTED 
AU131544 Rome ANSA in English 1535 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] (ANSA) — Rome, January 13 — Seven suspected neofascist terrorists belonging 
to the banned national vanguard movement have been arrested in Rome in recent days by 
Carabinieri, it was announced here today. Three of those arrested - Paolo Casali, 
Stefano Vaccari and Giovanni Marion - are accused of subversion and membership in armed 
gangs. Two others - Andrea Cittadini and Giancarlo Benigni - are charged with armed 
robbery and injury to plastic surgeon Arpad Fischer in an attack that took place 3 
years ago. Two others - Paolo Ciallella and Luca Emett -- are charged with the illegal 
detention of arms used by terrorists still at large. 














ON NATO, U.S. B TY 
PM131551 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 72 Dec 82 p 11 


[Bonifacio de la Cuadra report: “Moran Announces Reappraisal of Perticipation in NATO 
Defense Structure” ] 


[Text] Madrid -- Foreign Minister Frrnando Moran assured the Congress of Deputies 
Foreign Affairs Committee yesterday chai the government will thoroughly examine the 
strategic implications of possible military integration into NATO before taking a final 
decision. He also revealed the government's desire that the Cortes ratify the bilateral 
agreement with the United States before 21 May, once the text has been altered so as 

not to involve such an integration into the alliance. Moran said that Spain will step 
up negotiating pressure for EEC membership and will strengthen its claim on Gibraltar, 
without penalizing the population. 


The new foreign minister's first appearance before Parliament began with a lengthy 
speech, followed by questions from the parliamentary groups’ spokesmen, which the 
minister answered together. Nevertheless, and despite the limited time available for 
replies from the group spokesmen and for individual questions from deputies, the 
session which started at 1200, had to continue until shortly after 1600, which prompted 
a protest from the Popular Parliamentary Group. The spokesmen of the Basque and 
Catalonian nationalist groups asked that on future occasions the minister reply to each 
group immediately after a question has been asked. 


Fernando Moran expressed the government's intention to fulfill in principle, commitments 
made by the previous Cabinet that are compatible, with regard to NATO, with a thorough 
analysis of the strategic implications of military integration, which would not prevent 
Spain from continuing to be represented on its military committee, although without 
contributing to their decisions. Both in relation to this topic and on the other topics 
broached at the briefing session, the major disagreements occured between Union of the 
Democratic Center [UDC] spokesman and former Foreign Minister Marcelino Oreja and the 
new minister, who at one time was under Oreja as director general for African Affairs. 


Oreja Defends UCD Administration 


Oreja denied that with the Moran era Spain will begin to "speak loudly and clearly in 
international forums," as the present minister claimed, “because all the UCD governments 


maintained such an attitude of national dignity.” 


He asked specifically about the shelving of military integration into NATO, to which 
Moran replied by reporting on something which he thought the center depucy already knew: 
The result of the three rounds of conversations held between a NATO delegation and 
Spanish representatives at which the concept of the “joint threat" and the strategic 
aspects of the military command on Spanish territory were defined. 


The foreign minister pointed out that at those talks the UCD put forward the idea of 

a single command for the Iberian Peninsula, which created frictions with Portugal, 
which believed that it would disrupt its geostrategic unity. The proposal envisaged 
the existence of two military commands for the peninsula: one dependent on the United 
States, including Portugal and the Canary Islands; and the other dependent on Spain, 
embracing the rest of the peninsula and the Balearic Islands. The Spanish command 

did not find this proposal satisfactory either, because the Spanish forces would be to 
some extent subordinate on our own territory. 


Less "Tough" Stance Toward United States 


With regard to the bilateral treety with the United States, fernando Moran displayed a 
less “tough” stance than before U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz’ recent visit 


to Madrid. 
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He announced that if guarantees are secured that the agreement will not link us with 

the Atlantic alliance, the document signed in July by the previous governaznt will be 
presented to Parliament for ratification before 21 May -- the date by which the U.S. 

bases would have to be dismantled in the event of the agreement not being renewed. 


As for Spanish membership of the EEC, Fernando Moran presented the government's 
strategy, which is to increase negotiating pressure -- a stance which will produce 
the collateral effect of strengthening the preferential treaty signed in 1970, with 
positive consecuences for Spain. 


On the prospects of membership, he said that during the coming successive phases of 
EC chairmanship -- German, Greek and French — the least favorable for the Spanish 
cause will be the Greek because of Greece's lesser weight within the Community. 





Asked by Catalan Minority Spokesman Joaquin Molins about the absolute cutoff date 

for EEC membership, in view of the divergent statements of Deputy Prime Minister 
Alfonso Guerra and other Socialist leaders, Fernando Moran cited Prime Minister Felipe 
Gonzalez’ reference to the current legislative term during the investiture debate and 
praised Guerra's skill in transforming his remarks into newspaper headlines, despite 
the fact that Guerra was basically in line w. °\ other states'views to the effect that 
from 1984 on, Spanish interest in membership would decrease. 


Satisfactory Results of Opening the Gate 


The new foreign minister stressed the satisfactory results of the recent opening of 
the border with Gibraltar, which, he said, is helping to put an end “to the progres- 
sive alienation of the population of Gibraltar from Spain and to the embryonic 
Gibraltarian nationalism, which could be encouraged by certain UN resolutions on self- 
determination.” He stressed the surprise prompted in the UK by the Spanish move and 
the fact that for the first time the Gibraltarians have doubts about the British 
stance. 


Fernando Moran said that the opening of the gate represented the fulfillment of one 
of the undertakings of the Lisbon declaration which, however, he did not like, among 
other things, because of its reference to the Gibraltar Constitution. Oreja pointed 
out that the PSOE congratulated the UCD government on that declaration, and Moran 

in turn questioned Oreja about Spain's passivism before the Malvinas conflict. 


Following an objection from Popular Parliamentary Group Spokesman Guillermo Kirkpatrick 
about the problems that a decision against military integration «~:ld imply for the 
modernization of the armed forces, Moran replied that Parliament recently approved 

the largest budget in history for carrying out such a modernization. A deputy of 

the same group, Antonio Carro, asked about Spain's failure to accept the invitation 

to attend the NATO meeting. The minister replied that it is up to Parliament to take 
such a decision. 


CASTRO GIVEN GONZALEZ’ MEDIATION OFFER 





LD140043 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 13 Jan 83 


{[Text] After visiting Cuba and Mexico, Spanish Culture Minister Javier Solana has 
returned to Madrid. Hereis a report on this from Hector Arenas. 
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n3 
[Arenas] In a somewhat reticent tone, Spanish Culture Minister Javier Solana, 
has visited Mexico and then went to 
on arrival in Madrid that he did not discuss 
to Spain as had been reported in the ish 
visibly worried about the delay in his flight to 
the inauguration of the Murillo exhibition, confirmed that he offered Fidel Castro 
Prime Minister Gonzalez's mediation to find a solution to the conflict in Central 
America. With regard to this problem the minister said: 


, 
| 
7 


[Begin Solana recording] I did nothing more than inform Fide. Castro of the 
statements made by Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez during his investiture speech 
and recently to the Central American press. 


[Arenas] What was Fidel Castro's reaction to these proposals? 


[Solana] Any possibility of resolving the conflicts in the Central American 
region peacefully and through negotiation is always velcom. 


[Arenas] How is the offer of Spanish mediation seen in the framework of these 
proposals? 


[Solana] The offer made by Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez during his investiture 
speech and in recent statements to the national and international press is, from 
the point of view of Central American leaders, an important move in the attempt 
to resolve the conflicts existing in the region. [end recording] 
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DERBUARE. 
GOVERNMENT ACTIVATES PLANS FOR COSMOS CRASHDOWN 





PM131643 Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 8 Jan 83 p 1 
[Michael Ehrenreich report: “Fears of Nuclear Fallout in Denmark") 


[Text] There are fears that a runaway Soviet satellite with 45 kilograms of radioactive 
fuel on board could fall on Denmark. Environment Minister Christian Christensen issued 
orders yesterday evening for the implementation of a contigency plan. The plan has 
been on file since being prepared in 1978 when a Soviet satellite fell on Canada. The 
contingency plan involves the establishment of two highranking working groups which 
will monitor the progress of the satellite, Cosmos-1402, in its orbit some 250 km above 
the earth's surface. 


"There is only a minimal risk that the satellite will crash here. Nevertheless we 
have decided that we should implement the contingency plans,” said Environment 
Minister Christian Christensen, who decided on action yesterday evening after over- 
tures from the Defense Ministry. The ministry cited information from the U.S. 

space authorities, which pointed out the risk of the satellite's crashing in Denmark. 
The first contingency group has the environment minister as chairman and also includes 
the prime minister, justice minister, interior minister, foreign minister and the 
minister for Greenland. 


The other contingency group is chaired by Environment Ministry Permanent Under 
Secretary Holger Lavesen. The group also comprises the permanent under secretaries of 
the Prime Minister's Office, the Justice, Greenland and Foreign Ministries, the 
director of the Environment Council, the director of the Nuclear Test Installation 

at Riso and the police commissioner. 


“According to the information we now have we dare not rule out the possibility that 
the satellite could fall on Danish territory,” under secretary Holger Lavesen said. 


The official Soviet news bureau, TASS, said yesterday that a nuclear-powered Soviet 
satellite became inactive 28 December, after which it was split up into smaller 
parts by radio signal from the earth. However, prior to this operation the active 
section of the reactor was separated from the satellite. 


PAPER SEES ‘COLD WINTER’ IN EAST-WEST TIES 





PM121531 Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 31 Dec 82 p 8 
[Editorial: "The Year of Ambiguity”) 


[Text] The year 1982 will be remembered for the two short wars over the Falkland 
Islands and in Lebanon. In military terms they were limited local conflicts, but 
politically they had far-reaching ramifications. For the first time since the 
rundown of the European colonial system, one of Europe's great powers was at 

war over one of its possessions, and for the first time since peace was made at 
Camp David, Israel took the Middle East war beyond its own borders and into the 
heart of an Arab capital. 


It was characteristic of the U.S. position as a world power that the U.S. 
Government involved itself actively in both conflicts, to prevent the one from 
breaking out and to st~p the other. 
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But it was also characteristic that neither of the two 
telations between the United States and the Soviet Union 
even though in the conflict in Lebanon, a U.S. ally used 
Soviet arms in the hands of the Soviet Union's Palestinian and Syrian allies. The 
Soviet Union's restraint was remarkable <4: ‘ also realistic. There was no practical 
chance of influencing the course of events in the Middle East without a Soviet 
intervention so direct that it would produce a very serious U.S. counterreaction, 
and that was not in the Soviet Union's interests. 


The Soviet Union's passivity over the Lebanon crisis was an expression of clear 
priorities within Soviet interests. There were more important political objectives 
to be achieved. The reestablishment of Russian influence in the Middle East was 
forced to give way to the reestablishment of a constructive relationship with the 
United States. For the 3 years since the invasion of Afghanistan relations with 
Washington have been a gnawing problem for Moscow. President Carter froze relations, 
and in his first year President Reagan only opened them for a policy of confrontation. 
But 1982 has been an ambiguous year, in which the U.S. Administration because of 
martial law in Poland, stepped up confrontation with the Soviet Union through 
sanctions and at the same time behind closed doors in Geneva resumed 4 serious 
dialogue with the Soviet Government on strategic arms limitation. 


It has not been terribly apparent from the brusque official exchanges between Moscow 
and Washington, but at the end of the year there is the impression that the Geneva 
negotiations are realistic, are moving and are entering a phase which could produce 
results. There is a great gulf between the U.S. point of departure with its zero 
option, which would get rid of all Soviet medium-range missiles, and the European 
mistvile balance which is the new Soviet leadership's objective. But there is, 
however, a long time before next summer when a decision must be reached. 


What is most important is that there should be political willingness on both 
sides in Geneva, and it seems as if that does exist. The recognition that the outcome 
in Geneva will not only be a question of missile numbers but also the key to the 
strategy which will determine defense burdens for the rest of the century is a 
consideration weighing heavily on both sides. Economic realities influence the 
political decision making process in Washington as well as Moscow. The Soviet Union 
may not be as close to collapse as it once was de rigeur to believe in Washington, 

but Soviet rearmament nevertheless does swallow a disproportionately and impractically 
large part of the Soviet national product, and the problems of keeping up with the 
U.S. programs could become insurmountable. President Reagan on his side is also 

able to recognize that economic and political realities in the United States also 

set limits on how large he can make his defense budget, and perhaps the upper limit 
has already been reached. It could be both necessary and suitable for him to reach a 
result which could put the brake on defense spending. 


Reagan also has other factors of a political nature to consider, because he is a 
popularly elected president. The third year of his term is the time when he must 
create the conditions for his reelection. In the year before the election he has 
the greatest political freedom of movement, and he could use it to reformulate his 
policy so that he can free himself from unnecessary deadweight. This year Reagan has 
already shown that he is able to do so when he needs to, and in the coming year he 
will probably show that he can do so when it suits him. With an acceptable outcome 
of the Geneva negotiations in his hands he would be able to hold a summit with 
General Secretary Andropov for a realistic policy of detente between the United 
States and the & -iet Union. This would enable him to demonstrate that the policy 
of strength on which he was elected had had the desired effect, and he would be so 
much the president of peace that he would be able to go into the 1984 presidential 


election with equanimity. 


The firet half of 1983 will show whether things could go this well. Agreement on 

a compromise in Geneva will not be reached without tough confrontation in the decisive 
phase of negotiations, and the winter will probably be cold between East and West 
before spring breaks through. Nerves of steel will be needed, as will good allies, 
who stand together to achieve the desired result. 
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PAPER DISPUTES VIEWS OF NATO'S GENERAL ROCERS 
PM131531 Helsinki MUFVUDSTADSBLADET in Swedish 5 Jan 83 p 3 





[Jan-Magnus Jansson editorial: “General Rogers’ Remarks”) 


{Text} The American commander of NATO troops in Europe, Bernard W. Rogers, has spoken 
in an interview with HEI SINGIN SANOMAT of Finland's defenses and security policy 
position in a manner wh.ich has given rise to strong reaction here in Finland. Some of 
these reactions are bound to be caused by the fact that we are not used to finding 
ourselves in the spotlight in purely security policy contexts and especially not used 
to being the object of presumptuous military speculations of the type in which Rogers 
indulged. 


In the remarks, which form part of a larger interview, Rogers said that he doubts 
whether the Finns are prepared to defend their territory and their airspace, even 
against the Soviet Union. The general also said that he “knows” that if in a war 
situation the Soviet Union's combat forces want to attack northern Norway they will be 
forced to pass through the territory of neutral states. Rogers said that he is sure 
that in such a case Sweden would defend itself, but he was worried that the Finnish and 
Soviet Governments could reach agreement so that “the Finns would not fight as 
determinedly as we are hoping. In other words, the statement must be interpreted to 
mean that Finnish resistance would be more or less symbolic. 


Looking at the general's remarks and the comments on them we should first state that 
the situation he mentior has nothing to do with the Friendship, Cooperation and Mutual 
Assistance Treaty with he Russians. The treaty is strictly defensive as everyone knows 
and only applies to situation where “Germany or one of its allies” attacks Finland or 
the Soviet Union through Finland or when both countries have decided that there is the 
threat of such an attack. If we translate the historically determined talk of “Germany” 
into today's language, the treaty alludes in practice to a NATO attack, since NATO 

is the Soviet Union's presumed opponent in a war. In the interview General Rogers 
expressed no doubts about Finland's desire to defend itself against such an attack. 


Nor does the treaty involve any undertaking to take part in offensive plans. President 
Kekkonen touched on this in his famous Calotte speech in 1965 (the same speech in which 
he proposed an agreement for demilitarizing Finland's borders with Norway in the event 
of a superpower war). He said there that Finland “either through its own volition or 
on the strength of any treaty would not attack any country or allow another country to 
do so through Finnish territory.” Finland's position could not have been stated more 
clearly. 


A third statement which can be made is that Finland's defense forces will of course 
fulfill their duties, that is, will resist anyone crossing our borders, regardless of 
where the attack comes from. General Sutela's statement which stressed this was not 
out of place. 


What General Rogers obviously intended was to express skepticism about Finland's desire 
to preserve its neutrality in the situation he sketched. For it is Finland's political 
authorities which in the final anayleis decide between war and peace. 


Let us point out immediately that Finland's position in a major war, with Lappland 
wedged between NATO and Warsaw Pact territories, is far from enviable. However, there 
is every reason to question some of the military thinking to which General Rogers 
referred. 


In a war, the Soviet Union would of course be interested in neutralizing NATO in Norway's 
Finnmark and this could lead to offensive operations against northern Norway. This 
applies especially to the Soviet Union's interest in eliminating the NATO threat to 


sea communications between Murmansk and the open seas. 











Nevertheless, the NATO commander's remarks are a4 6 
that NATO circles have often viewed Finland and i 
skepticism. But if NATO draws up its war plans 
Finland has neither the will nor the capacity to assert its position, this certainly 
does not augur well. 


i 
| 


NORWA.T 
ARMY TO PURCHASE SWEDISH AIR DEFENSE MISSILES 
PM141001 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 7 Jan 83 p 11 
{Knut Falchenberg report: "The Army Will Have Swedish Antiaircraft Missiles") 


[Excerpt] "The technical solution now chosen with the Army's purchase of Swedirh 
antiaircraft missiles worth almost 500 million kroner is adequate, but should be 
improved. The system's radar units each weigh 6 tons and are therefore too hervy to 
accompany field divisions in terrain with no roads,” Major General Egil Jorgensen told 
AFTENPOSTEN. The military cooperation between Norway and neutral Sweden will mean that 
the two countries’ defense forces will be able to work better together in a war 


against 4 common enemy. 


The agreement for the purchase of short-range antiaircraft missiles was made 
immediately before Christmas, and together with past smaller purchases will provide 

a@ total of six Norwegian brigece. .ith their own antiaircraft defenses. This is 
equivalent to between 30 and 40 percent of the whole Army's requirements, Army 
Quartermasters Command Chief Egil Jorgensen, who is shortly to retire, told AFTENPOSTEN. 


As is uweual in the case of major materiel purchases an eye has also been kept on 
Norwegian industry. At an estimated extra cost of 12 million kroner work has been 
ensured for Kongsbergs Vapenfabrikk's subsidiary in Narvik in the building of the 
missiles themselves. Ame Mikro-Elektronikk in Horten will also supply parte for the 
project. 


"The order will be worth between 450 and 500 million kroner and is one of the 
biggest I have been involved in,” Major General Jorgensen said. Deliveries will 
continue uatil 1986. 


This means that the army has made a choice which will mean that the Bofors RB 70 
missile will have a prominent place in Norwegian defenses for a long time to come. 
Nevertheless, the choice of this missile does not mean that other short range 
missile systems cannot also be purchased. “When we reach 1987 we will look at 
further purchase of RB 70's against the purchase of the U.S. Stinger Post, for 
example, or the French Mistral systen. 
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For it is by so means certain thet it is worth iovesting is only one systes. On the 
cootrary, « mixture of missile systems would mske it sore difficult for atteckiag enemy 
aircraft to escape by taking evasive action,” Jorgeceen said. 


The relatively light RB 70 missile system can be dismenteled and carried by four sen. 
However, the accompanying giraffe redar units which the Arey has bought from L.M. 
Ericeson are less mobile. Each wit weighs 6 tons and gust be transported on trucks. 
AFTEMPOSTEN HITS ROCERS' VIEW ON FINNISH DEFENSE 


PM121439 Oleo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 6 Jan 83 p 2 








[Editorial: “General Rogers’ Finnish Gambit”) 


[Text] The Finns are angry with NATO Supreme Commander in Europe General Bernard 
Rogers. It would have been remarkable if they hed reacted less temperamentally to the 
provocative interview which the general gave to Finland's largest newspaper, HELSINCIN 
SANOMAT. Every nation would be wounded to hear from a prominent silitary san that 

there is good reason to doubt its willingness to defend itself. The Finnish nation 

has a history which fully demonstrates that it deiends itself against foreign intruders. 
When General Rogers now finds reason to state that we cannot take it as certain that the 
Finns would resist an attack from the Soviet Union with arms, their honor is at stake. 
General Rogers has touched the Finns on what perhaps is their softest spot. He showld 
have refrained from challenging them in this way. 


It is clear that in an armed conflict between NATO and the Warsaw Pact countries Finland 
would find itself in a difficult position. The Finnish-Soviet Friendship, Cooperation 
and Mutual Assistance Treaty contains formulations which Moscow could use to its 
advantage. General Rogers’ basic assumption is that Finnish forces will not be 

“allowed” to put serious obstacles in the way of a Soviet push against NATO bases in 
northern Norway. This would mean that the Finns would help to increase the Soviet threat 
to NATO's northernmost flank. The Finns have had to pay a high price to ssintain 
relatively relaxed relations with their powerful neighbor to the East. It is possible 
that they would give Soviet troops free passage through their own territory so that the 
attackers could rapidly reach Norway, Finland's northern neighbor? 


It is hardly surprising that leading circles in Helsinki have been upset by such a 
hypothesis. The Finns endeavor to pursue a policy of neutrality in their exposed part 
of the Nordic area. There are differences of opinion about whether they always do so 
convincingly enough. But after General Rogers’ pointed remarks they have given 
aseurances that they would resist every attack. We owe it to our Finnish friends to 
take them at their word. Defense Minister Anders C. Sjaasted has aleo stressed that we 
here in Norway are confident of the Finns’ desire to defend their country. 


It is natural for us to ask what NATO's supreme commander thought he was doing in making 
his critical remarks about Finland. Were they an attempt to weaken the credibility of 
Finnish defense readiness, or was he trying to irritate those in power in the 

Soviet Union by forcing Finnish declarations that Soviet soldiers would not be given 
safe conduct across the Finnish border? General Rogers’ motives are so diffuse that it 
would have been better if he had chosen his words with greater care. 


In our democratic world it is a human right for us all to be able to state our thoughts 
and views publicly. However, there are people in responitie positions who in certain 
situations should show greater care than others. This also applies to high-ranking 
officers. They should not mix politics with military strategy. We take the view 

that this is what General Rogers did with his assessment of Finland's desire to defend 


iteelf. 
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SWEDEN 
HELLSTROM APPROVED AS FOREIGN TRADE MINISTER 
PMI31415 Stockhole DACENS NYHETER in Swedish 11 Jan 83 p 6 
[Ake Ekdshl report: “Hellstrom Foreign Trade Minister”) 


[Excerpt] Rikedag Deputy Mats Hellstrom will be the Palme government's foreign trade 
minister, according to reports received by DACENS NYHETER. This will make hie the 
government's twentieth sinister. Foreign trade is at present the respons{bility of 
Foreign Minister Lennart Bolstrom. Trade questions and export-boosting seasures were 
transferred to the Foreign Ministry after the new government closed the old Trade 
Ministry. Hellstrom will also be responsible for development aid. 


The appointment of Hellstrom has already been approved by the government and has bee: 
added to the agenda of the Social Democratic Rikedag Group's meeting today. Mats 
Bellestrom is one of the younger generation of Social Democratic politicians from the 
Stockhols region and has had broad political experience in his 15 years in the Rikedag. 


NATO COMMANDER ROCERS' VIEWS OF FINLAND SCORED 
PM121511 Stockholm DACENS NYHETER in Swedish 5 Jan 83 p 2 
[Olof Santesson editorial: “WATO on Finland”) 


[Text] WNATO generals are hardly best equipped to appreciate subtle fe tures in Finnish 
security policy. HELSINGIN SANOMAT probably wanted to contribute to 4 more open 
debate — but the results of the newspaper's interview with NATO commander in fBurope 
General Bernard Rogers are not promising. Stupidly petrified views seldom give rise to 
interesting exchanges. 


The general is dissatisfied that Finland is different from Sweden and Switzerland, 
countries which have no ties in any direction and are prepared to defend their nseutral~- 
ity against attack from any direction. At present Finland — as 4 result of two blood 
bloody ware against the Soviet Union — has its friendship, cooperation and mutual 
assistance treaty with the Soviet Union as well as iis objoctive of remaining neutral. 
Te ie difficult to see what Rogers as « NATO man thought he was doing by rejecting in 
advance the country's ability to fulfill ite newtralist commitments because of the 
treaty with the Soviet Union. This is the sort of thing that one would expect sore 
from a Soviet general, who is bound to want Finland properly on his side in the event 
of a conflict between the power blocs. 





Obviously Rogers wants Finland to be able to behave as if the treaty did not exist. A 


debate on the basis of this wnhistorical premise would be of little use to the Finns. 
The Finnish Defense Forces commander in chief's response should make Rogers think 
again. 


Otherwise there is still seed cf a little more fresh air after the long period in which 
in practice former President Kekkonen indicated the scope of all debate. the “lid on™ 
tradition should be epring-cleaned, especially in journalien. Wor should it always 

be the case the Finns depict Finland's security policy solution as the beet possible. 
Tt ie eufficient that in the eyes of the majority of the Finnish people it i« the only 
possible solution. 


More skillful people than General Rogers can generally afford to stress Finland's 
contribution to European stability. When the NATO commander, presumably with all the 
weight of his office, questions Finland's neutrality he is aleo making Finnish 
neutrality sore difficult -- totally contrary to NATO's own interests. 
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As a result, the concept of Sweden's neutralist policy as understood in everyday 
language is being damaged. Is it that difficult to repair some of the damage by 
announcing immediately that the under secretary's Soviet visit is being postponed? 


NONAGGRESSION PACT ONLY ‘ANOTHER PIECE OF PAPER’ 





PM121247 Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET in Swedish 7 Jan 83 p 2 
{[Editorial: “Andropov on the Move"] 


[Text] For the last few weeks Yuriy Andropov has been demonstrating a vitality and 
an activity in sharp contrast to the paralysis which seemed to affect the Soviet 
Union during Leonid Brezhnev's last years in power. The Soviet party leader's latest 
move came via Prague, where Andropov was on parade for 2 days with his allies from 
the Warsaw Pact. The visible result of this meeting is a pompous demarche in inter- 
national politics which primarily serves two ends. First, it makes it increasingly 
difficult f-+ the politicians in the Western camp not to get to serious grips with 
the cascade of disarmament proposals which have recently come from Moscow. Second, 
it masks for the rest of the world the fact that the harmony among the seven members 
of the Warsaw Pact is not as perfect as they would like it to seem. 


The Prague document can by no means be taken as seriously as the disarmament proposals 
made in Moscow in the last few weeks. Some of these are mentioned, but the largest 
part of the Prague document consists of stale old stuff which Moscow was using to 
tempt the West as long ago as the Khrushchev era and later during the Leonid Brezhnev's 
early years in power. 


It would therefore be surprising if the United States or any of its allies were to 

* take the proposal of a nonagression pact more seriously today than they did 15 or 20 
years ago. Even though an evaluation of the world political situation today would 
be that it is more dangerous than it was then, a large number of the agreements 
proposed in Prague have been in existence for a long time, first in the UN Charter 
and later in the Helsinki agreement. Setting “em down on yet another piece of paper 
in no way contributes to world security. I some cases the proposals are so vague 
that they could hardly even serve as an ai: ament for a Moscow-backed peace movement 
in the West. 


But alongside the talk of a nonagression pact and reciprocal undertakings to renounce 
the use of force there are also some proposals which the West cannot dismiss as propa- 
ganda and which put President Reagan among others under greater pressure. 


Initial U.S. reaction was also more positive than it has been in the past. President 
Reagan found the proposals from Prague “worth thinking about" and in Bonn it was said 
that the government together with its allies would carefully study the Prague declara- 
tion together. [sentence as published] 


The most recent signals from the communist bloc can be seen as a response to the 
initiatives made by the West, and it is possible that they also demonstrate a Soviet 
willingness to seek a promise on European nuclear arms. 


"The peace offensive” is primarily concerned with the new nuclear-afmed medium-range 
missiles which NATO intends to deploy in Western Europe at the end of this year. The 
East now seems to be devoting its energies to reaching a compromise and an interim 
solution, but it is making the possibility of an early compromise more difficult by 
linking possible negotiating initiatives with what are for the West, impossible demands 
already firmly rejected which, if they were met, would perpetuate the Soviet Union's 
military superiority in Europe. And the kind of detente which is the goal of both 
sides’ endeavors requires not only a willingness to compromise on arms but also a soft- 
ening of the Soviet attitude towards Afghanistan and Poland. And there was no news 

of that from Prague. 
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SVENSKA DACBLADET: ‘GLOOMY’ DISARMAMENT PICTURE 
PM121619 Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET in Swedish 2 Jan 83 p 2 


[Editorial: "Europe in the Year of Weapons") 


[Text] When Ronald Reagan held his first press conference as President almost 2 years 
ago, he seized the opportunity to call the Soviet Leaders liars and cheats who do not 
recognize any other moral code than the one which furthers their own ends. 


The abuse which came from Moscow at the time was also full of thorns; it was expertly 
vulgar. People who today listen more to the worlds than look at the actions cannot but 
take a gloomy view of the future when there are less than 12 months left before 
Orwell's 1984. 


The tone between the two superpowers is still tough, reflecting deep mutual distrust, 
and if the tension between them has decreased somewhat this is not admitted openly. 
The dominant element in the dialogue seems to be to produce new and even more destruc- 
tive weapons than those which are already able to destroy a whole world. But the 
biggest worries in both the United States and the Soviet Union are the fears of a world 
economic catastrophe, which cannot be countered by missiles. 


This threat is the most serious challenge facing the world in 1983, and the attempts 
to avert the catastrophe cannot fail to influence relations between the two blocs 
which dominate the world. 


Some 12 million unemployed in the United States and a rapidly growing peace movement 
have forced President Reagan to think again. He has just reached the halfway point in 
his first (and only?) term and is running into ever greater difficulties with a 
Congress which, although it .sncedes that he is right in that the U.S. arsenal of 
superweapons must be renewed, is opposed to the idea that this must take place no 
matter what the cost. 


In Moscow new Soviet leader Yuriy Andropov has no such problems with a recalcitrant 
Congress nor with impatient peace activists, but we do not really know what he wants 
and what he is able to achieve. 


Even if Andropov is a head taller than the others in the top Soviet echelons, he is 
still formally one of five in an aging collective and he must take account of the 
powerful forces in the Soviet military machine. 


For years Soviet leader has called for a reconciliation between the two superpowers as 
Yuriy Andropov has done. As a former head of the KGB Ancdropov ought to know better 
than others his country's strengths and its weaknesses. Hu has promised Soviet citizens 
a better life, increased productivity and a decentralizstion of the economy. Andropov 
will not be able to keep these promises if he has to keep up the pace of rearmament 

we have seen in the last few years and finance it from an economy whose gross national 
product is only half that of the United States. 


The disarmament demarche the Soviet leader made immediately before Christmas, when 

he offered to reduce the Soviet arsenal of nuclear-armed medium-range missiles to the 
same level as the forces at the disposal of France and Britain, was skillful. It also 
led to considerable confusion in the Western camp. 


The sometimes uncertain, sometimes positive reactions which came from West European 
nations demonstrate first and foremost how enormously complicated today's disarmament 
problems have become and how difficult it is to compare the different types of arms 
to be found in both blocs. 
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The fact that West European comments were more negative after a few days than the «© - 
initial reactions were less due to the fact that the Americans rejected the proposal 
than to the fact that the Europeans had had time to consider what consequences the 
proposal would have, something of which the Americans were aware after this fall's 
negotiations with the Soviet Union in Geneva. 


Andropov's proposal is just as impossible as a final solution as President Reagan's 
earlier proposal of a “zero option.” According to this proposal NATO would refrain from 
deploying its 108 Pershing II missiles and 464 cruise missiles in Europe if the 

Soviet Union scrapped its SS-20 missiles. According to Western estimates the 

Soviet Union today has 333 such weapons at its disposal and these can be armed with 

a total of 999 warheads. 


Even though Reagan's zero option is still the West's negotiating bid no one is likely 
to expect that the Soviet Union would be able to agree to scrap all its SS-20's, even 
though these only amount to a fraction of the country's nuclear force. 


Despite Soviet threats to walk out of the Gen:va negotiations it is also unlikely that 
Andropov is sufficiently unrealistic to think that the West would be able to take his 
offer seriously. 


The French medium-range nuclear arms (which are not part of NATO forces) and the British 
missiles can reach Soviet territory, it is true. But everyone knows that they are 
defensive weapons intended to deter Moscow from the notion of an attack on the two 
countries. 


The Soviet proposal would also mean that West Germany, which has renounced nuclear arms 
of its own, would be left naked and without the protection of a modern U.S. nuclear 
umbrella, while the Soviet Union even after reducing its SS-20's to 162 missiles would 
have at its disposal a number of weapons which could reach Western Europe. 


Since the new NATO arms are to be deployed in Europe ut the end of this year -- if 
agreement has not been reached before then on controlled arms reductions — a series 
of new demarches and initiatives can be expected during 1983. 


One of the reasons for Andropov's demarche could be to prevent the NATO forces from 
being equipped with new Pershing missiles which can reach their targets in 4 to 6 
minutes, while the Soviet Union would be prepared to accept instead the slower 
cruise missiles. 


However, this is unacceptable to the West; among the brighter elements in the gloomy 
picture, however, is the fact that there are more ani more reports that the Russians 
and the Americans despite their saber-rattling have wade a little progress in the 
negotiations aimed at limiting armaments. 
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EXTENDING FISHING ZONE TO 12 MILES OPPOSED 
TA131047 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1006 GMT 13 Jan 83 


{Excerpts} Foreign Ministry spokesman Ambassador Nazmi Akiman has said that it is out 
of the question to extend fishing zones to 12 miles in the Aegean Sea. Ambassador 
Akiman made a statement following questions by reporters about a document subsaitted to 
the EEC Commission by Greece in connection with fishing zones. He said that efforts 
had been made since 1971 to set a joint fishing policy with the EEC, adding that these 
efforts were in the direction of balancing the coastal countries’ and the EEC coun- 
tries’ interests in coastal areas outside the EEC fishing zones in the North Sea and 
the North Atlantic. Akiman said: Within this framework, during the negotiations held 
in 1973 for the membership of Britain, Ireland and Denmark within the Community, it was 
agreed that the member countries could take the necessary measures to protect their 
fishermen in an area extending 6 miles from their shoreline. During these negotiations, 
those areas which were extended, as exceptions, to 12 miles were clearly stipulated. 
All of these areas are in the North Sea and Baltic Sea. During the negotiations at 

the time, it was also agreed to determine a common fishing policy to be valid from 

31 December 1982. 


Akiman concluded by saying that the developments regarding this issue sould be carefully 
followed by Turkey in the light of its attitude, which is very well known by all the 


EEC countries. 


TURKISH-BRITISH OFFICIAL TALKS BEGIN IN ANKARA 





TA131530 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1520 GMT 13 Jan 83 


{[Text) Ankara, 13 Jan. (AA) — Official talks with a visiting British delegation began 
Thursday with state minister at the Foreign Office the Lord Belstead, here to attend the 
400th anniversary of establishment of diplomatic relations between the two countries, 
heading the British delegation which includes the lord's assistant Elain Schiller and 
the British Ambassador in Ankara Sir Harold Lawrence. 


The two sides exchanged views on a number of topics of common interest as well as 
regional and international issues. The Cyprus issue was also discussed on a "general 
basis,” it was «anounced. 


Further Report 
TA131215 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 13 Jan 83 


{Text) The British under secretary of foreign affairs, Lord Belstead, who is in Ankara, 
began his contacts today. He visited Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen this morning. The 
two ministers conferred for some time. Lord Belstead then called on Foreign Ministry 
Under Secretary Ercument Yavuzalp. 


EGYPT OFFICL IVES IN IST 13 JAN 


TA131521 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1515 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] Istanbul, 13 Jan (AA) — (Hasan Tahami), deputy prime minister of Egypt, arrived 
in Istanbul Thursday for studies concerning a book he is writing on “Islamic Works in 
Istanbul." He will stay here for a week. (Tahami) told reporters at Yesilkoy Airport 
“admiration of the Egyptian Government and people for the Turkish Government and people” 
was boundless. (Tahami), who had visited Turkey in 1975 for talks on Cyprus issue, 

went on to say: "Then, we tried to do all we can to oppose those who confront Turkey in 
the Cyprus issue. Now we want to realize what we could not do then." 
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KLIRIDHIS CONFERS WITH SMALL PARTY LEADERS 





NC140805 Nicosia 0 AGON in Greek 14 Jan 83 p 1 


([Text] The small parties took an initiative yesterday toward the establishment of a 
wider front in view of the forthcoming presidential elections. Center Union Chairman 
Tasos Papadhopoulos and New Democratic Front Chairman Alekos Mikhailidhis yesterday held 
a long meeting with Democratic Rally Chairman Glavkos Kliridhis during which they 
exchanged views on the presidential elections and the possibility of f a wider 
front consisting of the parties which are not in the [AKEl-Democratic Party] collabora- 
tion. 


Mr Papadhopoulos and Mr Mikhailidhis outlined their views on the situation in the island 
and were briefed on the views of the Democratic Rally chairman. The seeting lasted for 
over 1 hour. The chairmen of the two parties are also expected to have a meeting today 
with EDEK Chairman Dr Vasos Lissaridhis and listen to his own views. 


BRIEFS 


UNION LEADERS DIE -- The leader of the Turkish Cypriot Federation of Labor Unions 
{Turk-Sen], NecatiTaskin, died in a traffic accideat on the road from Lefkosa [Nicosia] 
to Gazi Magosa [Famagusta] last night. The leader of the Turkish Cypriot Civil Servants’ 
Union [Kamu-Sen], Erdogan Sonsal, and the secretary of the Turkish Federated State of 
Cyprus Workers’ Union [Yon-Sen], Artemel Karal, also died in the accident. Three other 
citizens were seriously wounded. The accident occurred when the car driven by Necati 
Taskin hit a truck that had broken down and was left on the road. [(Clandestine) Bayrak 
Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0500 GMT 13 Jan 83 TA) 


HELICOPTER PURCHASES FROM ROMANIA STUDIED 





NC121651 Athens I AVYI in Greek 12 Jan 83 p 6 


[Text] The National Defense Ministry is examining the possibility of acquiring helicop- 
ters from Romania for civil aviation use. Mr Andonios Zakolikos, deputy nm): ional 
defense minister, left yesterday for Bucharest for this reason. The minister stated 
that the Greek side is interested in acquiring helicopters of the "Puma" and “Alouette” 
type which are being built in Romania with French “know-how.” 


SPOKESMAN DENIES BUYING FRENCH MIRAGE 2000'S 





NC132002 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1900 GMT 13 Jan 83 


[Text] The Greek Government has not yet made a final decision on the purchase of our 

Air Force military aircraft, and certainly the number of each type of aircraft that will 
be supplied has not been decided. This was stated this evening by the government syokes- 
man referring to a report by a foreign news agency that said Greece is negotiat‘’ag with 


France to buy 200 improved Mirage 2000 fighters. 
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BRIEFS 
JUDICIAL ASSISTANCE TALKS WITH GDR -- The first round of Greek-GDR talks on the signing 
of an agreement on civil and penal law judicial assistance ended at the 
Ministry today. The second round of talks to conclude the agreement will be held in 
Berlin soon. [Text] [Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1600 GMT 13 Jan 8 

PORTUGAL 








LD140332 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 0000 GMT 14 Jan 83 


[Text] The meeting of the National Political Committee of the Social Democratic Party 
[PSD] ended a short while ago. During the meeting, Vitor Crespo reported to the 
Political Committee on the actions carried out so far with a view to forming a new 
government. The Political Committee analyzed in detail the present political situa- 
tion in light of the current government crisis. Vitor Crespo left the PSD headquarters 
a few minutes ago and simply said to journalists: There is going to be a government. 


The PSD Political Committee also decided to empower the party chairman to call a 
summit meeting of the Democratic Alliance [AD] for today, Friday, at 1000 in which 
the most suitable decision will be made on bringing the necessary harmony -- deemed 
by many as already impossible -- or the final breakup of the alliance. 


A communique which is now being recorded at the PSD headquarters says, according to 
a PSD source, that the National Political Committee continued its analysis of the 
actions aimed at forming the new government and of the overall political situation 
and decided to call a summit meeting of the AD for 1000 today with the following 
agenda: formation of the new government and analysis of the election results. 


The National Political Committee also decided, according to the communique, to 
call a meeting of the PSD National Council for today, 14 January, at 2130 in a 
Lisbon hotel. The communique does not mention however the agenda of this meeting. 


UNITED KINGDOM 





ITALY'S COLOMBO URGES MEETING ON EEC FUTURE 





LD122348 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1944 GMT 12 Jan 83 
[By Tom McMullan, PA diplomatic correspondent) _ 


[Text] The Italian Foreign Minister Mr Emilo Colombo said tonight it had become 
“absolutely urgent” to clarify the political future of the Common Market. Mr Colombo, 
speaking in London, said the Community should get away from “recurring postponement 
and sterile trade disputes to which unfortunately we have become accustomed.” He was 
at a dinner to mark the 10th anniversary of Britain's membership of the Common Market. 
He had travelled to London especially for the occasion. 


Mr Colombo said: “This should be the year in which we overcome our uncertainties 
and difficulties." To help achieve this he had already proposed a special meeting 
of Common Market heads of government. He said: "I wish to propose again this 
initiative in London tonight. It is necessary that the European governments engage 
in a wide ranging “¢avate on the objectives they want to achieve in order to over- 
come the wearing down and distrust brougat about by a policy of postponement or 

lack of courage.” 




















